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Data-driven Bayesian SVR adaptive modeling and expensive constrained
multi-objective surrogate-based optimization
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(School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094)

Abstract: In practical engineering, there are many challenges when solving multi-objective optimization problems,
such as the black box characteristics and time-consuming evaluation. Traditional evolutionary optimization method is
usually limited due to the expensive cost and the difficulty in obtaining solutions. To modify the deficiency, a
data-driven Bayesian SVR adaptive modeling technique and a constrained multi-objective surrogate-based optimization
method is proposed in the context of the small sample. The Bayesian SVR model is first utilized to replace the complex
computer model, thus reducing the expensive cost of every call to the actual performance function. Then, the new
design by maximizing the aggregation strategy of constraints expectation improvement matrix is chosen. Next, the
sample information and the data-driven Bayesian SVR model is adaptively updated, and the optimization is fulfilled
step by step. The superior characteristic of the Bayesian SVR model, that is, the powerful ability to explore the
boundary and the measurement of the prediction uncertainty, ensures the prediction accuracy and provides an
improvement direction for selecting the new sample. In addition, the proposed Chebyshev distance and Manhattan
distance aggregation strategy has the advantages of low computational complexity and good applicability for
multivariable optimization problems. Test functions and engineering examples show that: (a) the proposed method can
effectively reduce expensive simulation costs and improve optimization efficiency for expensive constrained
multi-objective problems in the context of the small sample, (b) the Pareto frontier of surrogate-based multi-objective
optimization has a certain degree of superiority in convergence, diversity, and space dispersion.
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Fig. 1 Data-driven in the situation of small samples
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G FA Pareto JE S BCHTHT (Pareto nominated frontier,

PF), Bl PF = {f(x)|x € PoS}. PF 1) S A AE L L
IRET=W

min f(x) =
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B AFERE X = [x1,x0,...,xn5]7 Kt
FEARLE y = [y1, 0, ..., yn] WU K F:
yi = h(x;) + 4, 3)

i hix) ~ GP(m(x), k(x,x')) A& B 72 e84,
k(x,x') FRMREEG ~ N(0,62) NS, 4
F = [h(x1), h(xa), ..., hixn)]T, #CHRE UL 307 HE W 1
JRE A3 F HIEEE el o A

p(F) = - expl— S (F ~ 'K (F = B)], (&
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Hepp(Y) = [, p(Y|F)p(F)dF 9 VU2 iy 2 B
éﬁz. ﬁﬁx WA BB, IR h(x|Y) ~ N(y,s2), 7]
AR A x TMIME §(x) LITE s3(x) N

§(x) = m(x) + K(x, X)[K +1/C]" (y — m(x)),
s2(x) = k(x,x) — K(x,X)[K +1/C]"'K(x,X),
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Hrh El(x) = s3[7(x)@[7(x)] + @7 (x)]] I it
BRI () A () AR IE 25 23 A 1) B AR M 2
JE R B E R B L R 7(x) = (Ymin — 0)/55-
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CEI {H. Zhan ZEU7 2 H) 1 2T CEIM ) BR 3R 25
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F CEIM HIHAFIEE B (hypervolume distance-based
EIM, CEIM,,) % & 5% & 3T CEIM 5 K& /M
& (maxmin distance-based CEIM, CEIM,,,) 5 & 0.
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KHANA] p BI ( M, % CEF, BG5S 0 eieidkla]
(R B B, 4933 T CEIM /9 MD BE B (MD based
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CEIMyp = min 7| Y “[CEE — 0/]>.  (10)
i=1

HoYp = 1,00 B, 45T CEIM MY LT
J3 B (Chebyshev distance-based CEIM, CEIM,) /&
#F CEIM [ 2 15415 5 (Manhattan distance-based
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(€))

k m . m k .
CEIMy = min » CEE, CEIM, = minmax |CEI/|.
J=1 = =1 j=1
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PR A e SS D  1 IR E w %7 L e RSB
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B B alge Bt SRS AR g/ 2R i Bre 3k
BT AT 3056 i CEWAT ) Bt ik s (A PTAT ).
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BB LI (RS HBOE). FkZ& bk,
BRI ) EAR Y WIIAREAR B N = 2d + 1,

PR 2RI BT, SRIBTH R R X IR
1 B H FREAERE Y R AR G,

IR 3 FIWrR S AFE R AT MR IF I A & PF.
ANEAE, 1 4F PoF Heg; 150, i%+% CEIM,, SRI;

IR 4 BRUR /TR, KA 0 BRI HE 4 Sl
SEST/RE B AR S A AR Y,
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B Al PF; 50, AP IR 5-7-3 H AW LKA
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5 CEIM,, ZRE&SRIURALS /il x. 5 X = X Ux;

BT LI AL. 07 BRI R p(x) K
glx), EHHEE Y =Y(Jy,G = GUg & PF;
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IRBUHEAATE (hypervolume, HV) Fl s 5 AR E 25
(inverted generational distance, IGD) %% & 14 GE #8 bridt
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HV(PF) = Le(U2, V7),
>~ mind(v, PF)

vEPF*

GD(PF, PF") = = o

HrA Le 9 Lebesgue M| S| 9 PF FE L s 3L V;
N PF HE i NEXI A5 2% 5 (Reference point,
Ref) #4 BB AR FL; min d(v, PF) i/ NRR PR 2.
3.2 MR

2 B br DA bR O AT 500k, B AR R fE
9221 JLg 3,

=3 MNARKES
WMREE d m 1 Ref maxHV
SRN 2 2 2 (250,50) 8.8 x 10*
BNH 2 2 2 (140,50) 1.1 x 10*
oSy 6 2 6 (0,70) 2.8 x 10*
TAP 3 3 1 (253550) 8.0 x 102
VIE 2 3 3 (7.5,-11,40) 4.0 x 10?
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W SCH BT 3R S s B A Kriging-MSBO 77 7l
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T ) UG BT SR R, R A R BAE N S R
(constrained lower confidence bound matrix, CLCBM)
27 #) @ £ F CLCBM V) I % K #H B (Chebyshev
distance-based CLCBM, CLCBM,) X & W i ff &5
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HWE 5 P P2 SRS AT L. B IR 3 AT 20 ik
BT AR 48 HV. IGD fabr. KA T
SLTTHNEL N = 2d + 1 DHIEEFEA. S K PPAG IR
T =100 + N A%k, WEH K HV {H (maxHV)
XTI BR A HV B HEAT 3 — A A B, 2 i) d5 24 3R Y
HV, {EAERE, 458 K 3 5K 4.
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4, B8T CEIM,, SER&; X T TAP A& VIE [ &,
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CEIM, %08 {E TAP 3KHL HV, ¥MEFabri i, W
PRHME ] = AL B 2 B ARRAL R X T OSY ] &4,
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CEIM, Mg i, RUIFrIE k%5 CEIM,, g B id
TAREHHBZ F .
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& 3 BSVR-MSBO /745 Bxf b,
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k. %HEC AT %0 #F SRN. BNH Ja] firf CEIM, % Mg
SR HV, {8 &% L, CEIM,, 3 W% 45 1 5 22, CEIM,, K
%5 CEIM.. CEIMy 8§ M CEIM,, & HV, %
BN K XFF TAP K& VIE 7] /@, AT #2 s ms 3B HV
EAR T 3 R s ns H B B R g o, X T 6 48
=) OSY 1), CEIM.. CEIM,; W& 45 5 rf A7 %
T CEIM,, [ CEIM, %, {H CEIM, RB&H 9t
fe. TSN 5 CEIM,,, ML ZE A K, {2 CEIM,, 3k
HHV, EHE R bR g R, Friewith kg S5
CEIM,,, #ug& & T2 = HRZ M OSY . %
45 1 5 Kriging-MSBO J7 3K B 4h B — 2. R prig
CEIM,. CEIMy SA 5us B R Ui .

R 2,3 45 51, CEIM,, R DR a4 7 5 3 e %2
H b 1) R Z 5 04k, SRN. BNH &AL £ 8k
6L, TAP J2 VIE 4558 B i MSBO J5 iV ReAHIT.
(A, R AR MR SRN,VIE & OSY il B %4
AT G RIEAT it o i, e HI B 7R HV
FEIE K, 45 5 LA 4-6.
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0.52 T

I BSVR
[ Kriging

ME 4-6 #1 SRN. VIE J& OSY 14k 25 5B 5 bb
ALEN: (1) TSk Kriging #8438 & BSVR A& 7 4F
AR, Kriging-MSBO 751% 5 BSVR-MSBO J5
VEAE T B 5 A 72 () 3H 70 SR M A R 3 mT s Bl
BB B T 7 8 I PR R B S M AR SRS T R
WA Hiriial; (2) FEAR B HIE DI, X H
SRN & VIE fitfk HV, 25 5 7] %1: BSVR-MSBO 57
AL 45 B 0% 99 T Kriging-MSBO 5%, & A8 &
B /b I Kriging-MSBO 75 5 AR, (H a4k — % %=
A K(3) X EE 6 AR OSY i) AR Ak 45 2R m] LA
% thh, BSVR-MSBO /%4 HV {8 tH CEIM,, 4145
T Kriging-MSBO J77%, % ] BSVR-MSBO J7i% 5
EAAERZ M OSY I (4) X bk T Fh 45 78 5 B

05F N N
g5 W] LU H: CEIM,,, & g5 BL %, 5
048 CEIMy PEREMT® . JLUCN CEIM, 5 CEIM, R &%
Em 0.46 lﬂ%, CEIMh Eéﬁﬁ%mg‘riﬁ%%%.
N T HEIFHIARDL CEIM, & CEIMy SRESEH T
044
] BSVR-MSBO J5 V£ 1/E F R, 78 AH [R5 25 4
042/ N, JEHUA ) CLCBM, « CLCBMy 44T Kriging-
04 MSBO 4k, Frfg il s 45 20 %, Hguit itk
CEIMc CEIMM CEIMe CEIMh CEIMm . .
infill strategy g5 HV, {8 /X IGD {E K FYE 5 75 2, B AR b4
6 OSY PRAbss RxftLl RUES.
=5 TEBAKR 20 XM ESINEIKE HV, M IGD EHNIE (FE) SitERELE
B BSVR-MSBO /7% Kriging-MSBO 75
SR £he
CEIM. CEIMy CEIM. CEIMy CLCBM, CLCBMy
SRN HV, 0.48(3.8E-4) 0.48(3.5E-4) 0.48(2.7E-4) 0.48(3.2E-4) 0.48(2.7E-4) 0.48(1.5E-4)
1GD 1.0E-4(2.9E-6) 1.0E-4(2.8E-6) 7.8E-5(1.9E-6) 7.9E-5(2.5E-6) 8.0E-5(2.6E-6) 8.0E-5(2.6E-6)
BNH HV, 0.48(1.8E-4) 0.48(1.8E-4) 0.48(1.5E-4) 0.48(1.4E-4) 0.48(1.2E-4) 0.48(1.7E-4)
1GD 5.9E-3(7.3E-4) 5.8E-3(4.8E-4) 5.5E-3(6.5E-5) 5.5E-3(1.9E-4) 5.5E-3(1.0E-5) 5.6E-3(5.2E-4)
TAP HV, 0.49(2.0E-3) 0.49(2.2E-3) 0.49(3.3E-3) 0.49(1.7E-3) 0.49(2.7E-2) 0.49(1.5E-2)
1GD 4.8E-3(2.2E-4) 4.8E-3(2.1E-4) 4.7E-3(2.2E-4) 4.7E-3(2.0E-4) 4.8E-3(2.0E-4) 4.7E-3(2.0E-4)
VIE HV, 0.48(2.5E-3) 0.48(3.2E-3) 0.48(3.1E-3) 0.48(1.6E-3) 0.48(4.0E-3) 0.48(1.9E-3))
1GD 2.6E-4(4.8E-5) 3.0E-4(5.0E-5) 2.6E-4(6.0E-5) 2.9E-4(6.1E-5) 2.6E-4(4.9E-5) 2.7E-4(4.8E-5)
OSY HV, 0.48(1.4E-2) 0.48(1.4E-2) 0.48(1.5E-2) 0.47(9.0E-2) 0.45(1.8E-2) 0.47(1.8E-2)
1GD 2.2E-3(7.9E-4) 2.4E-3(5.8E-4) 2.7E-3(8.7E-4) 3.1E-3(1.7E-3) 3.7E-3(7.1E-4) 3.3E-3(1.9E-3)

FHZE 5 %1 CEIM, &% CEIMy /EH F # Kriging-
MSBO Jj % 1 BSVR-MSBO J7 2 %3 Hl 3k Bt 20 4
BARAE F I 14 AF1 6 AN RBH:(1) BTk Sk A B
T MSBO 77 i I i 2L 52 3; (2)BSVR-MSBO 75 72
5 Kriging-MSBO J5 %3k HL Pareto HI T H A R 47 H
ZEAMERE, 8T CLCBM, & CLCBMy 1E A2 (3)
% CEIM, M CEIMy, 0% A] &1, CEIMy 28 & S0
1 RCR B 5, R BH H B 3E A T MSBO 772, {H s
&K%, CEIM,. [ CEIMy Z # A K;(4)CLCBM, K
CLCBMy 45 3R Fr$2 81 56 & R ms B R AP 1 i&E
FAE, AT ¥ e 2 2 OO SR g, [ERER MR 1

6 W OSY [ K 3 HFrf VIE 1] &, BSVR-
MSBO J7 3R HUT 4 de AL TR i 6 AN, R B H T
ET AR E W, XA SVR R — R,
3.4.2 AEMETEMREELE

RN CM-EGO 77, CEIM,,,-EGO J5
1% R R) CM-ParEGO 14k 777%. CLCBM,,-EGO
J CEIR2-EGO 77 %3317 tb . BSVR-MSBO J5 %
HVEE Rl b 7 38 R B 3 KN o = 0.05 /Y
Wilcoxon A5 7772 T 14 G R I (performance, PY)
BEAT VRN, #55 | Ko~ 7l RoR Gk a5 R T
BT RBEABEESR.
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Fz6 ARMAFE 20 XML ESRIIKRE HV, 0 IGD EE (FE) SitEREER
= NEER 3 — > P
w . BB AR 2 H AR REAR AL T572:
BSVR+CEIMy CM-EGO CM-ParEGO CEIM,,,-EGO CLCBM,,,-EGO CEIR2-EGO
SRN HV, 0.48(3.8E-4) 0.41(8.9E-3) 0.45(5.2E-3) |, 0.48(1.5E-4)~ 0.48(4.1E-4)~ 0.48(5.8E-4)~
IGD 1.0E-4(2.9E-6) 1.0E-3(2.5E-4)| 7.6E-4(1.7E-4) ] 7.9E-5(1.6E-6)1 7.9E-5(2.8E-6)1 1.2E-4(1.3E-5)|
BNH HV, 0.48(1.8E-4) 0.47(5.5E-4) 0.47(2.4E-3)| 0.48(1.4E-4)~ 0.48(1.5E-4)~ 0.47(5.4E-4)|
IGD 5.9E-3(7.3E-4) 5.7E-3(3.0E-4)1 5.6E-3(7.1E-5)1 5.6E-3(3.5E-4)1 5.6E-3(3.2E-4)1 5.7E-3(8.4E-4)1
TAP HV, 0.49(2.0E-3) 0.23(4.1E-2)] 0.39(1.7E-2)|, 0.492.3E-3)~ 0.49(2.4E-3)~ 0.49(1.5E-3)~
IGD 4.8E-3(2.2E-4) 2.8E-2(6.0E-3)]. 1.5E-2(2.0E-3)| 4.7E-3(2.0E-4)1 4.8E-3(1.8E-4) T 6.0E-3(4.0E-4)
VIE HV, 0.48(2.5E-3) 0.42(1.8E-2)] 0.44(3.0E-2) |, 0.48(3.3E-3)~ 0.48(1.0E-3)~ 0.48(3.2E-3)~
IGD 2.7E-4(4.8E-5) 7A4E-4(5.1E-5)] 5.3E-4(6.1E-5)] 2.6E-4(6.3E-5)1 2.6E-4(4.9E-5)1 6.7E-4(1.1E-4)
0SY HV, 0.48(1.4E-2) 0.00(1.0E-1)J, 0.34(9.0E-2) |, 0.48(1.2E-2)~ 0.45(1.8E-2)], 0.48(5.9E-3)~
IGD 2.2E-3(7.9E-4) 43E-2(1.1E-2)| 1.6E-2(7.9E-3)| 2.2E-3(6.7E-4)~ 3.9E-3(8.5E-4)] 2.2E-3(5.9E-4)~
Pf =1 — 9/0/1 9/0/1 0/6/4 2/4/4 4/5/1

£ 6 giit 45 vl %1 CLCBM,,,-EGO J7i% K&
CEIM,,,-EGO J5 %34 3545 4 20 s R E+ 1 8
A, BSVR+CEIMy 773K 5 4>, CEIR2-EGO J7 V%
IEREL 1 DMl CM-EGO 5 CM-ParEGO J5 %k
RAFIANAE. R IALEAR B AP I, Kriging #1555
fii % H CEIM,,, % & S W& 31T Pareto BIHTLR G 1
RER AR, FLVCN TR BSVR-MSBO J5i%; 24745 &% H
%25, BSVR-MSBO /7% B A5 —E L.

3.5 TRERBIRSH

DA R B A 45 SRR B, P4 56 S P SR M A
FI I i) BSVR-MSBO & Kriging-MSBO J5i2: ¥4 T
v R T R, % L BSVR-MSBO
Kriging-MSBO & NSGA-II J7 &kt N T
UF BRI N FEAR SRRV, BB WIARFEA N 2d + 1. 4
TR L 10d + 1,11d — 1 DMREARRS, 24 + 1
ANPE A B S AT B B 20 A A i) R 3k HY
4 Z IR B 2% i (welded beam design, WBD)
] FEU7] 4 Ref=(100,0.8), maxHV=15; 7 Z ¥ I{] &
T 2% W11 (speed reducer design, SRD) ] @il4l, 4
Ref=(3500,1300), maxHV=10%; #ik B E & 11 N
T Z BRI TH AEHE (car side impact, CSI) BEit 7]
220 4 Ref=(40,4,13), maxHV=7. 4iit 20 Yo7 &
il N RN TAREZRE HV, E ) E (mean) K bx
HEZ (s.t.d). IS4 R WK 7-12. &£ 7-9 Fn &
oy 5 N RIZ 53 i 27 A TR F br e 1) b A ) B ARE
TYhm L.

%7 WEBI&it HV, &3

BSVR-MSBO % Kriging-MSBO J57%

CEIM,,
mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM. 0.4880 0.0168 0.4941 0.0118
CEIM,; 0.4938 0.0108 0.4982 0.0071
CEIM, 0.4869 0.0140 0.4965 0.0093
CEIM,;, 0.4966 0.0143 0.4971 0.0110
CEIM,,, 0.4861 0.0150 0.4905 0.0178

%= 8 SRD &It HV, {HELE

BSVR-MSBO 77¥%  Kriging-MSBO 77i%

CEIM,,
mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM.  0.3857 0.0010 0.3841 0.0011
CEIMy  0.3853 0.0017 0.3840 0.0012
CEIM.  0.3850 0.0014 0.3838 0.0011
CEIM,;, 0.3825 0.0014 0.3828 0.0011
CEIM,,, 0.3859 0.0012 0.3844 0.0011

+R9 CSIEit HV, EHEE

BSVR-MSBO 7%  Kriging-MSBO J7i2%

CEIM,,
mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM,.  0.8434 0.0161 0.8123 0.0180
CEIMy  0.7995 0.0200 0.7852 0.0141
CEIM, 0.7991 0.0239 0.8025 0.0179
CEIM,;, 0.8037 0.0215 0.8792 0.0191
CEIM,,,  0.8432 0.01481 0.8245 0.017

% 7-9 A & (1) Kriging-MSBO 77 i 3k 15
WEB ¥ it 10 M UEH ) 9 A4, 11 BSVR-MSBO
TEAIRAR 1A 463K 5.6 4558 5 H1, Kriging-
MSBO J5 i B 3 T A% & H i /b (1 5 5% 29 31 1) 75
(2)SRD. CSI 11k #1 BSVR-MSBO 77 #:3k453 1 20
ANEARET 114, BES T HV, [EEERE 5.
Zia 3 5,6 AR, BSVR-MSBO J5 VA fE4F &
B 2 1 & o 2 R AAK ) R B B . {H BSVR-
MSBO 77 V% Fa fi# £ % 55 T Kriging-MSBO 77 i%; (3)
XT LG b SRS (1) 75 (A1 ER & g /), CEIM,,, & CEIM,. 2§
AR E T ARSI Z AN, CEIM, K&K
W 3 FH T A% B /b o) B, CEIMY, 28 SR T B 3 A
HirgiH 2. BEEED I, (4) B EHER 2k
J5i% B BSVR #i% 5 CEIM,,, B{ CEIM, % & %ng it
ITHE; BEHUDRT, FEH Kriging-MSBO J77%.

N T AT H AR MSBO 75 % 545 4 AL Bk
(1 X ) R AT 35, e B 22 3L 1Y) NSGA-IL i3 A4 500 X6
FR TR HEAT AL, AL R P 5 NSGA-
11 SR B K /N 5 e R AR 23 2 200, 5 B



8 % %

5

*x R

#2 BSVR-MSBO J5 i % Kriging-MSBO J5 #1711
A XT EE. R I D g KR FE il 2 B A 50 il e 5 SR 1Y
20, XF WEB & SRD 4] H ¥ ok bR HE4L £
(f = frnin)/ (frmaz — frin)» B/ f = w1 f1s +wa foo
BT YR, B HAr RS EE, B wy = wy = 0.5, {1
A R 10 3R 11,

#* 10 WEB &I LRI

BSVR-MSBO 77i%  Kriging-MSBO 7772
CEIM,,

fi fa fi f2
CEIM. 13.5096 0.0015 16.9759 0.0015
CEIMy  15.3190 0.0015 14.6823 0.0024
CEIM, 13.0568 0.0022 19.0299 0.0012
CEIM,;, 17.6647 0.0011 25.3229 0.0010
CEIM,,, 10.3595 0.0030 16.9288 0.0015

& 11 SRD @I RRTEE

BSVR-MSBO J57%  Kriging-MSBO /7

CEIM,,

1 fe fi fa
CEIM,. 2988.64 693.04 2989.25 693.04
CEIMy 2985.48 693.04 2992.14 693.04
CEIM, 298542 693.04 2985.39 693.04
CEIM,, 2992.25 693.04 2979.88 707.20
CEIM,,, 298947 693.04 2988.18 693.04

F 10, & 11 WP 45550 20 Ophoar 2 56 H Ax
KU M4, WEB K SRD S H43REL HV, Bt K AH
(R AL kSR 45 . SR NSGA-II 4k 753543 WEB
HIR RSN f1 = 8.1464, fo = 0.0022, SRD AL
RN f1 = 2987.22, f» = 693.04. XFELF 8, & 91
g5 RmT DUE H: Pirde SR n] S WEBL SRD %%
SR TR )RR oK AR, BT R B & SR RS IR
#/b. Kriging-MSBO J77% J¢ BSVR-MSBO 751434 7]
PAFE B MR, HAELENERME R T (br B
B AT NSGA-I1 73R BUs AR v 5. LAk,
FH T d2 77 V53R B PF 45 AT BSVR-MSBO J77% ¢
Kriging-MSBO J7 V%3 HA R 1 SEbr S E. T
P2 IR G SRWE TT S BN DK Bl (A B B R R 2 H AR
RRAL. X B ARAR T V2 BT 75 1 D RE PR VR AR AT A
RI, K NSGA-T 7 iEfE b ARE N T 1000 Ik
N T 2000) X LLIEIS A R4 Pareto BN, 10 BT
H 4 R 3 1 MSBO 7 VA AE S K VFAl I E093 3l
109 . 115 f¢ 123 BIRTERIFECN AR K PF, K IR
BSVR-MSBO 75 i 1] 52 8 i 280 vh 5 9 K ek 2> KA
AT Re VTS TR 5 B AR

XF T CSI LR, W =1 HIrEMNERN
wy = wy = w3 = 1/3, X BHAr A E 2 E N bRl 5
AT RUE AL, S /ME f = wy fis + wafso + wsfs
HHATEAR VIR, LL 20 YA B 2 I8 3R EUR K HV,

ER F s SR o B, kgl R ILER 12.
Fz 12 CSLEH LRI

BSVR-MSBO 75 Kriging-MSBO 75 1%

CEIM,,

f1 fa f3 bit J2 f3

CEIM.
CEIMy
CEIM.
CEIM,,
CEIM,,,

40.9273 3.5852 11.1902
37.8680  3.5852  11.4743
37.5285 3.5852 11.5459
38.2298 3.5852 11.4407
38.4653 3.5852 11.4188

38.2468 3.5852 11.4391
37.8452 3.5862 11.4750
38.4424 3.5852 11.4210
38.1425 3.5852 11.4488
39.0419 3.5852 11.3653

CSI TP 61K NSGA-II Ak 3545 1) fe Al 45
BN f1 = 42.7680, f» = 3.5852, f3 = 11.0193. HF
12 %1, Kriging-MSBO & BSVR-MSBO J5 54 H b5
fH5 NSGA-II fhft.45 R 4HikE, {H BSVR-MSBO 7572
TR 123 IRIhREME VR, (Rt Frde BSVR-MSBO /5
VAT SHIL G B AV SRR ) R ) AR ERAAL.

4 HFRERE

RIS R E W (1) if BSVR-MSBO J5 ¥ 1] 5 44
fifR o B BT )R 2 H bR AR A 10, 1E T AR B R 2
185 05(2) Mk BE B A0 A R A 1) 2 B s B 3R
W B 55 vk, W R R BE 22 SRE 1R AT AR PRI AR K
W2 REITER KA —E B R E L(3) RIEH
B B J7 20 2% AR G o B O T BRI B it is B
P50 S5 25 FE 1 [R] BN DR oD 1 FLRCAR. BEAh,
HF| CEIM HmSAIESEFFR AL F2ELE | CEI S0 1)
TOEERE, SEIREL Pareto BIVE M AT PERE 2. HIELAR
FAR IR A TT I, R B H B2 R R 2218, (1
T 14005 R A

W5 % i BT R AN MR E il N A,
ANFEAETE N AL AT AR R A A5 DG 1 B A1
AR SEBr TR — R A+ v H R, KR
F BSVR # M [ 3£47 MSBO J5 145 BT 46 6 1511
W 2R D, R 2 H AR S A 7R SR A
Bl TR rE .. AR EIRE R, 58
PATESR % & 5t 2 H AR ARAL 1] R SR bR RE . i, B
%) P R Vs S T DU B A R AR A (A
W IR I, R FE I Re O ) 22 H bR R B IR A SRS A2 AT
DA R i) @, [R] IR, el 78 43472 9 e 4 P 5 3R
B () TH AR By, SR B 7 SR RS R B R
TRPE PR B BT AR S AR T R LR A AP e
f HL T AL S AR — AN T LA R BRI TN AR
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